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y L “[f[Following is a translation of an erticlo by "
© Indrich Srownol in the Czech-longuage periouical
Nova Mysl (The New Thought), Praguo, No. k,
2pril 1960, pogos 383-395.1 |

To fulfill the task of completing +he building of socialisn
as it hos beon lodd before our people by the 1lth Congress of -
the K5C (Commmnist Porty of Czechoslovakia), 18 to £1ll the ob=-
Jective social procese~~the rractical development of which affects,
‘starting with economics, all socially important spheres of life-swlth
conscious aotivity of the working mosses. With the growing initiative
of the masses, the ‘cognitive activity of the perty and its Central
Committoe, without which a purposeful control of social processes
would be unthinkoble, assumes on ever greater significonce. The'
policy of theé Cormunist Party reaches inmto dll social epheres,,
cnd. yet in all 1ts diversifications this policy is 1nternnlly ,
uniform; it i1s a minifestation of the united will Which expresnos
the fundemental interests of the working people. The theoreticul
. foundation of this internal unity of policy is the “inbegral teaching
of Mnrmiem-Leniniem. Only with this method and on 1its firm founda.-
tion can the porty, widely teaching rich experiences, sot forth
aims for the practical activities of the masses. _But togebhev with
the growth of o variety of social processes which must be penet: auei
in oll their aspects, end together with the development of the
cognitive and divective role of the porty in various’ snheres of
social life, grow also the demonds for conscious deepening and
theoretical sclidification of the inner unity of the three parts
of Marxism-Leninism. The - practical party workers ore very well
aware of this fact but theoretical workers do not always fullv ;
real?ze it. ;
BEE R T :
‘ "Mnrx was the continuer and the genius compleuer of tho
three miin currente of 19th Century thoughﬁ which belong to the
thres most advanced countries of the world: the claseic'German '
philosophy, the classic English political pconomy, and French
socialism, togetner with.French revolutionary idcos in gene“al "



In theee words Lenln characterizes the ideological contents of
Moyxism in his crticle "Korl Morx."” He also emphosizes here o
"remarkable thoroughness ond integrity" of the works of Morx.
(V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. 21, p. Lbk.)

When we have in mind the endeavors of Marx and Engels to
transcend German classic philosophy, then we speak about the revo-
lutionaxry turn in philosophy. But we c¢an speak with equel right
about Morx'!s and Engels' rovolutionory turn in the history of
econonic theory and in tho development of sociclist ond communist
teachings. In this sense we thon understand Morx's and Engels!
works as o "direct and immediate contimmation of the teachings of
the greatest representatives of philosophy, poiitical economy, and
soclalism." (V. I. Lenin, Works, Vol. 19, p. 11.)

The revolution of Marx and Engels, as it was carried out
in those three most important currents of European thought, is the
work of thelr genlus. It could never have been realized, howover,
hod not this genius of the modern science of society been in the
gorvice of the revolubionory movement of the proletariat. Thus,
Morxts and Engels' criticoal tronscendence of ideological precursors
assumes in the developmont of society an epochol significance inas-
much a8 1t 1s itself a result of the actuval process of histoxry.

Tho founders of Marxism have succeeded, from the positions of the
proletariat, not only in crecting a qualitatively now sclence of
society but clso in presorving the theoreticul wealth of ‘the most
valuable reosultes of socisl thinking. The work of Marx and Engels 1is,
therefore, not only a testimony that the rond to victory of the
proletariot moy be 11t with the beacon of socicl development, but
also o tostimony that the preceding most important sccicl teachings,
which failed to comprehend the historical mission of the proletariat,
_have graduwally lost contact with this real historicul process.

Tho revolutionary change which Marx and Engels have effected in
philosophy, political econcmy, and socialist doctrine signifies
thorefore, ot tho some time, that these doctrines could not have
further doveloped and intensified on theilr own basis in the dlroution
of lending sclentific understanding to social developmont and its
driving forces.

The Germon classic philosophy, as o philosophical source of
Marzism, achieved its apex in the system of Hegel. All previous
philosophicul teachings were consciously retained in it in the
"abolished" form, ond Hogel's philosophy, as the crowning peak of
all preceding philosophical thinking, presentod its clolm to abso-
lute knowledge. Hegel's philosophical self-confidence was supposedly,
according to Hegelion system, an exprossion of tho consclousness of
the universal spirit which, locking at tho history of the world
as the result of ite own work, reverts back to itself os on absoliie
idea. A political equivalent of this triumphal return to pure
idea which hod passed through the purgatory of the moterial world
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waé to'be the Pruseion’ $‘baté---"de's" ‘maych oh‘éurtﬁ,"’f Hegel's .

‘obJectively ideulistic premise and opologetic c¢onclusion, so Yor

08 tho Prussinh socidl conditions’ wero. concerned, form here o wnity.
The very historical development of tho preceding pericd was, . - -
howevey, reproduced in Hegel's ‘gystem as’ o dlalectic movement, &
movement guided by its inner 1aws and proceeding -in contradictions.

‘Thus, beccuse it pictured the 1owfultiess of the pattern of develop-

ment of world wpirit, Hegol captured in & hozy form the dialectical.
laws of actual socicl history, What froouently occurrs en o ..
different level in the noturcl sciences hoppened to Hegel: even

o rolatively falso hypothesis often stimulates thinking, olthough

in the effort to vindicate tm'srhy_pothesis at ony cost its true

' results are distorted.

Hogol's unquestionable -achievenment is thaf khe fu"rthe_r;

7 eiabbiﬁtéd’ the activo oaspects of man 4n relation to nature ond.

socioty. However, the more he reduced mon to mere consciousness
and .the subject of his activity to & mere idea, the more he elub-~

" oroted this ospect, as Marx has ‘shown in his "Theses on Feuerbach'
in tho abetroct sense only. ' Treon Te s

' Tpe ‘fundamental contradictions between mon ond pature , and

the contradictions within socloty itsclf, which appear in Hegel's

works wrder the covor of ostrangement;are for this philosopher -
spiritunl contradictions the solution -of which s agaln @ matter
of cognitive functions of the 8pirit. Self-consciousness o8 an

" oxpression of the active essence” of man. 1s for Hegol, ‘therefore,

not o zonsciousness of the actual conditions of existence of mon
but un ‘expression of an obstract mode of knéwledge, o companica to
an 6quolly obstract motion of freedom.. oo oo

' " ‘Bourgools philosophy hos thus in’ the momumental werk of Isgel

‘succeedsd in moking cbundantly clear the contradictions of its ovm

social'fbundation,' and in presenting o mystified method of solving
them. - .o T e T TR
 Mewx's critical process of transcending Xegel begins wits
the period when Morx published his first articles ic:the Pheiniechs
Zoitung &nd in osSence culminotes in Morx's Yintroduction Lo the

. Critigue of Hogel's Philoscphy of Right and Iaw."  Marxfs articles
“in the Rheinische Zeintung represent, from the point of view of

rovolutionory changes in philosophy, criticism of various aspechs

'of procisely those German sccial conditions for which Hegel wos

an apologist in their purest Prussian fcrm. Moxxts orticles ia thwo

" Rheinische Zeitung comn, thersfore, be viewed as o preparatory worl

Tor tho criticism of Hogel's philosophy, ond oll %he more. dmportaz’
becouse the criticism wis baged not on material of abstract

}.‘ﬁhildsdﬁhy'bqﬁ-bn‘faCts of life. .Morx, still from the position ¢
o vovolutionéry democrat, begon ‘here Ffor the first time to clariiy

for himself the role of popular masses in history.
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The reul critical act of crossing swords with Hogel's
philosophy tokos place only later in Morx's criticism of Hegel's
philosophy of right and law. .. Here Marx, 1nsp1red by the method of
Feuorbach's criticlem of religious alienction of mon, for the first
timo shows the fallacy of Hegel's idoalistic starting point: the
true subJect of history is the people, and not tho idea aﬁd its

‘ nearost manifestations -~ the ruior ond the state.

- If in the Rheinische Zelntung erticles Marx opposos tho pre-
vailing social conditions in their practical form, here he cames
out for the first timo ageinst the fullest theorotical defenso of
them. Morx's criticism of Hegel's legal philosophy, therefore,
constitutes o docieive turning point: here Marx for the first tiwe
scparates himself from the bourgeois ideology.

This process tokes final shape, so far as philosophica1 asponits
arc concorned,. in Morx's "Introduction to the Critique of Hogel's
Philosophy of Right and Law." With this work Marx definitely places
himself, in the process of elaboroting a qualitatively new concept of
the world, againest all bourgeois philosophy. Marx, and almost sim-
ultonoously and independontly Engels, passes on to the posiiion of
the working claess. The subject of liberation of society, the

‘vehicle for overcoming the conditions of exploitation, will be the

working clase. Only this class, owing to its obJective position In
tho system of bourgeois social reolations, caon be the vehicle of
omuncipation of all people.

Morx's discovery of the working cluss as the subJect of
rovolutionary change of socicl conditions is the nucleus out of whicih
grow, together with historical matorialism, Murxist political economy
ond scicntific socinlism. It is accompanied by a. discovery of the
now importonce and contents of bumon activity and at the same time .
a discovery of the matorial nature of obJective social reletions.

'The vroof of the historical mission of the working class is,
in tho "Introduction to the Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of
Right and Law," presented in philosophical torms, Just as o« lithle
later in Merx's and Engels! "Holy Fanily." This hypothesis 1s
during the further dovelopment confirmed by the practice of cluss
struggle of the proletariot. - Proof of the historical mission of
the prolotariat, demonstrated by means of « specicl science of
soclety, came, as Lonin showod, only with Murx's Copitel. At this
time Morx proceceds from the realization that the class of proleturiarny
a8 tho remotest pole of humnn self-estrangoment 18 a. negetive port

of bourgeols society cnd will not, for this reason, combine with

its revolutionuxry victory any of tho materlal conditions of permonent
vrosorvation of lts cwn class supromicy.

" The class of proletaricns, standing ugoinst the prevalent
conditions of bourgeois society, being the obJjoctive conditions wiluh
hod developed in an elementol process, ure destroying theso conditionz
by their practicul revolutionary activity. In its process the obhject
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(social relotions) and even the subJect itself (the working class)
undergo changes. Tho proctical activiyy falls heroe into ome with
the revolution, which in the mature teachings of Morxiem bears”

the nome of socialist revolution. Merx'e discovery of tho histori-
" cal mission of. the working cloass, historically a new ‘understanding
of the proctical activity, and the rise of tho mutefi&liSu concoption
of history as o historical nuclous of the whole Marxist philosopba
fom o unity- Only following this historical discovery can Merx
formulate his fomous “Thesos on Feuerbach' -- unother important stel
in the development of Morxism -- which is no longer o “eriticism af
idealistic philosophy but a cr¢ticism of 1nconsistencies of pro-

. Marxion matorialism.

- Pre-Morxian mnteriallsm, uhough it hos alwuys been closely
vconnected with noturel sciences, understood to 1its own advantago the
practical importance of “humen moterial cctivity only insofor as
this activty could make ‘the best use of notural sources for the’
sutisfaction of fixed and unaltercble human noeds.  Mon'wes in its
oyes & yossive product of nature which is in ite essence uncnongoao*o«
It 41d not undorstond thot the mngses of producors, becoause of the
fact thot they chonge nature, dre also chonging themselves, tho
content ond extent of their needs, that thoy change the whole socicty.
Tho social existence {teelf wos Morx's discovery of the his-
~torical role of the working closs comprehendod as the obJect of par-
. poseful practical bumon activity. This actual subject) then,vth4s
ob Ject, bocomes the foundwtiow of all social relations =-- the pro-
duction. relations. The purposeful uctlviby aining at the transforma-
tion of theso production rolutions is a practical, materlel, amt
rovolutionury activity. It is a social revolution and its subject
is tho revolutionary prolotariat. Tho task of critical and revolu-
ticnory socicl science is for Marx and Engels, then, to Justify
scientifically the historical mission of tho nroletariat end to pro-
vide 1t, proceeding from its experioncos, with o practlcal progrum
strategy, and tactics for its struggle. ,
, Wzthout the existence of the revolutlonar" worl*ng cless’ 1%
would not even bo possiblo 1o link dislectics with motorialism.
It is procisely. in the teach¢ngs of Marx and Engels about the his-
torical role of the working closgs cnd in their gubsequont scioentific
proof of the inevituble fall of copitolism and rise of socialism
that matorialist dialectics, historical materialiem, “Olit;vul '
econony, and scientific. socialism.merge into one whole. Muborialiu.
dialoctics 'becomes at the pume time o goneral maL hod. oY alil p&'”cs o
Morzism.
- Tho riso of tho matcrialist conception of history thus soms -
what antodqpos‘the rise of the other ports of Mﬁrxism. TIts rise
© then bringéﬂalong; at leost in a nuclous, the rise of the remuiﬁlng
perts of Momxiem. If, as'V. I. Lonin suys, "The main point of



Merxist teaching is ... 1ts explanotion of the world-wide role
of the proletariot as the creu.ter of socianlist socisty" (V. I. Lenin,
Works, Vol. 18, p. 583), then all three of its component parts

-gerve this purpose in Morxism in equal measure.

If the historic:zl miseion of the working class is determined
by 1ts objective position in the system of bourgeols social relotlions
which develop in &n elementul way as a natural historical process,
it would be first of‘ all necessary to examine this system of relo-
tioms and the laws of its movement. The itrunsition of Marx ond
Engels to the position of the working closs necessitctes an exmmina-
tion of the economic foundation of socicl relutions -- the production
relotions. The first prerequisite of this study was the critical
re-exomination of ecrlier theoriss of political economy. The firet
~ results of this critical duel with English bourgeois political
economy are found in Morx's"Economic «nd Philosophicul Manuscripts"
and the early works of Engels from England.

‘ Hegel's philosophy purports to show the real share of Germnns
in earlier history; 1t reduces human work to thinking, and man to
consciousness. English political economy in its most mature foru
looked upon man a8 the producer of commodities who particlpates
in socianl relations only insofar as he exchonges these commodities.

~ If Hegel subordimntes social development to the general laws of
novement: of cbJective spirit for which men are mere instruments,
English political economy subordinntes the socicl movement forever

“to the laws of commodity economy in which men participate as ownexs
of commodities; "this aliennted form of social relations" -- Marx
says in his notes on James Miil--"political economy accepts o8
fundamentel ond primery and as corresponding to the mission of man-
kind. Political economy =-- && well 28 the real movement -- accepts
c8 the storting point the relotion of mon to man, as private owner to
private ownex." (MEGA III, puge 537 Ipresumobly Mcrx and Engsls, -
Gesarmelte Werke -- Collected Works ]) Private property was a
theoretical foundation and an unchangeable categery of English
political economy. Murx, Just as Engels before him, criticized
English politiccl economy 8 o theorsticol expression of the exilsting
conditions of the moture English cupitalist soclety. Thence the
criticism by Morx and Engels of the inhumnin nature of these tauchings.
The consistent viewpoint of the proletariat mnkes it possible for
Morx and Engels, in distinction to earlier socialists, to disclose
the contradictory nature of private as the foundution of class

" cntagonism in bourgeois society. In his "Economic and rhilosophical

Monuscripte" Marx sets the grandiose task of scientific criticism

of the economic foundation of bourgeols social relotions: "ol.. e

understond the fundumental interrelationship between private

property and the greedy pursuit of profit, the separation between

the work of capital and landed property, the link betwsen exchonge

and competition, between the value of mon and his depreclation,
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onid the monetcry system' (MEGA III, pige &2). In the process of

criticism of English political economy Merx then crectes, with
~the help of Engels, wethodologicul prerequisites for subsequent

systematic‘completion‘df the libor theory of volue, for uncovering

_the origin of surplus vclue wnd the development of copitcle -

' Morx's criticism of bourgeois politiccl economy, in the courss
of which Morx cscertcins thé economic foundotions of the socicl
position cnd the mission of the working cluss, is c.oriticism of
actucl estrongement of mon &8 producer under the bougeois system
of private'ownership of the mecns of production. This criticisnm
is, therefore, . direct continuition of Morx's criticisnm of the
jdenlistic foundution of Hegel's philosophy where the idea of
eatrongement, used 48 universcl cntegory, ie conceived of 8.

a purely cognitive m:tter. . - - PR .

- For Mcrx, cbolition of humsn estrongement meuns cbolition
of objective conditions geporiting the results of humon lebor <nd
its very process 8 it perte.ins to the recl producer -- the worker.
To cbolish this separation, therefore, is to expropricte the .
capitalists;:it,is a revolution in the course of which the proletorict
tokes over by force the me:ns of production.. . . - :

) Morx's criticism of bourgeois politictl economy would not
‘be possible without the preceding philosophical reclization of the
"socicl role of matericl practice which produces not . only goots dut
clso objective socicl conditlons. This criticism itself, which-
discloses the true role of humon lebor in the rise and development

of capitcolism, retrocctively enriched Morx's philosophy; it ex-

pnded the knowledge of the velition of mon to the motericl condi-
tions of his existence -- conditions which are not merely nctural
but clso socicl as on’obJective product of humin activity. Thus,
the rise of Morxist politicul economy &8 & ppecial science wWos ]

the scme time cn unfolding of Morxist philosophy. . - .

' in c1l-round unfolding of m.tericlist tecching of the clcss

struggle of the proleturict «s « product of copitalist production
’ relitions, of 1ts c4ms -nd. culminctzon in sociclist revolutionm,

wes to Morx ond Engels, first of «ll, o motter of scientific soci:lism.
' Scientific socicliem a8 on orginic port of Mrrxism crises on

the beeis of excmin.tion of the previous development of clcss

strugsles cnd o critical re-eviluation of utopicn soclalisi, vulaox

commaunism, ond pre-Morxist theories of class strugels. . ,

' Pre-Mcrx:st ubtopicn gocirlism, which in its criticisn pro-
ceeded from the m:nifestations of inmex cntrgonisms perceptible in
bourgeois society, vwos invented a8 & re:dy-m.de plin of hirmonious
crrongement of socit.l relations. . The grect pre-Mrxist utopicne

_wented toiteceh the workers to live nccoréing to their owm iceus.
Between their illusory plen tnd the 1life ind pr:ctice of the
proleturian m.sses was & vest gop. The only bridge vhich linked
the reclity ond the gocl wos to be the power of eximple znd the

|

|

|

betwesn monopoly cnd competition, etc.; between 11 these sepcraticns
|
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Chumen copobility of coreful imit tion. The cim seemed; us it
hoppens, c8 € rule, closer when it wi 8 worked out in the minutest
detcil. The theoreticul impossibility of utopi;n sociclism was
proved by M.rx cnl Engels in the Comawnist Mcanifesto. Utopicn
5001ulism &ié not even come close to discovering the wm.tericl
conditions for re..lizction of its ..ims, nor did it discover o cex-
te.in closs whose historicnl wission would be to m.ke socivlism
come true. The proleturict, in whose ncme utopicn sociclists often
spoke, wce for thede cdvocctes of Jjustice « mere pitiful exploited
victim ond not & revolutioniry subject of liberction of the
working m.gses.

Addressing such utopigns ~8 Owen ¢ n€ Fourier, Mcrx wrote in
his "Theses on Feuerbcch" the following: "The mxterikl1st‘doctr1ne
thot men cre products of environment and upbringing, c<nd thit,
therefore, chinged men cre proGucts of other environments ond
chonged upbringing, forgets thit it is men who chonge the environ-
ment ond thot the educctor must himself be educoted. Hence, this
doctrine necesscrily crrives ¢t Gividing society into two parts,
of which one is superior to society... The coincidence of the
chinging of circumstances cné of humcn wctivity con be conceived
and rrtiontlly understood only cs revolutionizing pr: ctice.'

The opposite of the utopiun efforts to overcome the bourgeoir
system of exploitotion was the conspiritoricl cttempts of vulger
pre-Morxist coumunism. The contention thet it is possible to get
rid of the suprem.cy of the bourgeoisie by ¢ conspir..cy of & group
of individuuals utterly devoted to their idecls was bcsed on the
some metophysical divorce of drecm from re-lity. Where the gocicl-
ist utopicns extolled the power of excmple cs8 & mecns of cttoining
their gonl, the pre Mrxist cdvocites of economic idels relied
upon the elemente) cnd communistic feelings of the exploited m:isses.

- Merx Gealt with the criticism of vulg:r communism in his
manuscripts. There he scys cbout it: "This communism which denies
everywhere the person.lity of w-n is revely u consistent expressicn
of privite property which is thereby éenisd." (MEGA III, poge 505.)

Especiclly importoant from the point of view of overcoming
utopicn sociclism by Morxism is Morx's criticism of Proudhon. The
divergence of utopian sooiclism from the recl process of social
development hcé, in the Goctrine of Proudhon, ¢n especiclly hormful

eRfect in relction to the exponiing strugele of the working cli.ss.
Proudhon's cim wos to stop the historicnl Gevelopment which w: s
lecding to the proletiriz.tion of the middle cluss. No one cuong
the pre-Mcrxist sociclists cppecled more strongly to the theological
notions of destiny and eterncl ideas. Criticizing the ldeologiccl
substance of the reactiontry theses of Proudhon's doctr.nes,
Morx cnd Engels proved, .thit the French politiccl concepts of cbstrict
equ.lity on which pre-Merlst sociclism h.d oper:-ted cre, in essgenco;
upside down recl cims Bf the bourgeoisie equlvulent to Hegel's ide»
of self-consciousness. ’




 Refuting cbstrcet idecs of equulity, fresdem, and Jjustice
.08 a mecns of overcoming the *injustices" of the bourgsois order,
derived purely from the Age of'Enliehtenment,’thx'and Engels
ex:mine the recl movement of society which ocours in’ theprocess
of cluss struggles which cre, in their mcture form, ¢lwys politicel
‘struggles. For Morx and Engels here the study of the lecding
nistorisne of the French Restoration, who first discovered the
historiccl importance of clies struggle, wes, so for ¢:8 theoreticcl
consequences are concerned, of grect significonce although they
restricted this discovery to the struggle between the bourgeoisie
cnd. the representutives of the féudul order. o . . oo
Merx ‘ond Engels, shile developlng the mutericlist teaching
of the historicel mission of the proletarint, proved for the firs®
time in the Comwnist Menifesto thot the closs struggle of the
proletcriat inevitibly culminates in the seizire of political power
Wy the proletaritt ond 1n the use of this powér for sociclization of
the me:ns of production. Morx's and Engels' theory of class
- struggle is thus from its very beginning linked with the theory of
socialist revolution tnd is the foundction for working out the
theory of the dictatorship of the proletirict. The scientific.
gocicliem of Morx, in distinction to the preceding sociclist doctrines,
hes thus, from its Yery beginning, pluced a tremendous emphnsis on
polities.. . . o R S S
The rise of Mcrxism as ¢ criticcl yefutation of the theoreti-
ccl predecessors of Mcrx ond Engels is ¢ procese in the course of
~which Morxism seporstes itself ce ¢ scientific ideology of the
' working clcss from the body of ‘the bourgeois ideology £nd latel 8.€0
reom the ideology of pre-tirrxist sociclism. - - °
“The indivisibility of the threc component purts of M rxism,
which in perverted forme-on the ideclistic foundotion--existed : -
sepor-tely before Morx, constitutes the moin historiccl tosk of
Morxism: to present an ©ll-round explenction of the historical
mission of the working clcss. Thus, from the beginning of the.
activity of Mrrx ¢nd Engels, Merxism conteins, from the standpoint
of ite miin tosk, the genercl mteriilist doctrine on dinlectic’
lows of development of the world ond society {(philosophy), the'
doottine on the obJective position of the working clugs 1in the sysztan
_of production relutions of bourgeois society (politic..l economy),
cnd the doctrine of c¢luss’ struggle, subjective ené cbjective condi-
tions of the victory of the proleturict over the bourpeoisie .
(scientific gociilism). Mcorxist philosophy forme vr independent ot
~of Mcrxism and; like moterialist diclectics, is & theorebical nd
methodologiccl foundotion of the other two purts of Mcrxism. . These
_purts cre, however, not « result of its,merely;mech;nicul'applica*
tion since the very unfolding of mcobericlist diclectics is wunthinik-

- oble without cn elcboration of Marf's'politicgl economy and scientific

sociclism. ‘
® ¥ #*
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Mcxxism oves the inner unity of its three pirts first of all
to motericlist diclectice ¢8 the most genercl doctinre of the
laws of movement of nature, society, cnd thought. MN:tericlist
diclectice, cpplied to on objective e method of understinding,
discovers by mecns of cnulysis of its inner contrcdictions the
driving force of its mcveuent cnd development which cun be used
for o purposeful chonge of the object itself. Matericlist diclec-
tics, ¢s ¢ method of understonding is, therefore, cn instrument for
trensforming the motericl worlé.

The general methodological imporitcnce of metericlist
¢iclectics mikes the inner unity of the three purts of M .rxism-
Leniniem in its elementury form project itself into Morxist
philosophy, which is the unifyins found~tion of this entire doctrine
The unity of Mcrxism-Leninism, then, is reflected in Morxist
philosophy os the unity of motericlism cnd diclectics. Any seplr:-
tion of political economy from sociclism is, therefore, ¢ violction
of the genercl methodologic:.l instructions of Mrrxist philosophy
ocné is clweys hormful to its integrity, its organic unity of
motericlism ond diclectics. Thus, sep-rotion of ore of the three
ports of Morxism necessurily lecds to substitution of metophysical.
thinking or sophistry for motericlist Giclectics &nd to & degradn
“tion of M.rxism either to the level of bourgeois objectiviem and
the theory of elementclity in the interpretition of sociclist
phenomenc., or to & voluntcristic and sectoricn understanding of -
the tske of the proletorict ond its political porty. The history
‘of the old und contemporcry revisionism furnishes ¢ weclth of exauplos
of theoretical «~nd procticcl politicul consequences of disturbing
the inner unity of Morxism-~-Leninism. ,

Educré. Bernstein, while decling mostly with politicl economy,
tries to sepurcte the proof of the historiccl mission of the working
cluse from the recl movement of the proletcrict cnd its mutericl
foundation in bourgeois production conditions, &8s ¢ m-tter cllegelly
¢.erived from unconfirmed philosophiccl prewmises. Bernstein uttempts
to transform Mcrx's sociclism into bourgeois reformism by suppressing
- moterinlist dialectics as the methhdologicil foundction of scientific
politicel economy «né sociclism. The liguidition of moteriulist
diclectics, on the contrixry, crusel & éisruption between economic
teaching ond sociclism, turning them into wnconnected disciplines
one of which was mecnt to describe the tendencies of economic
development ¢nd the other only to repister elementil cctlon of the
vorking cli.ss. ’

The disruption of the inner unity of Mirxism-Leninism is
belng cttempted by different mecns, clthough in the contemporary
currents of revisionism it lecds to similar consequences. Thus,
the Hegelizing representitive of contempor:ry revisionisn,

H. Lefebvre, represents M.rxism cs hoving two incompatible orient-
tions: +thot of the representotives of Mirxist-Leninist politice
who, while defending the course of socialism in practice, lleged ¥
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¢liepate themeelves from Merxist philosoply, ond that of the
philosophers who have nothing to do with the policy of Communist

~ porties but who, ollegedly. &evelop Murxist philosophy. -£And without
hesitotion Lefebvre includes in the second ccteogry the bourgeois
"Marxologists," members of the order of the Society of Jesus,
.Cherbre cnd Colveze (see H. Lefebvre, Marxism -"“ndFrench.Thought

. Les Temps Modernes s 1957, poge 137). ..

: - . - Scientific sociclism cs the sc;enuific i’ound' tion of pructu,b
_.policy‘and Merxist philosophy as .o concepbion of the 'WdI"lCL, exprefsadl
in the most general feutures in the work of Lefebvre, fall cportd.

 The Marxist philosophy itself, however, cssumes  .hereby the noture
of bourgeois philosophy: in theoretic.l resgect it is deprived of
8 motericlist foundotion (see Lefebvre's crgunent ogcinst objec'bi'va
diclectics in "Current Problems of Morxism."), in procticcl respec
it becomes :on ally of bourgeois policy ané hostile propoganda cga:m g

- the ccmp of socinlism. Lefebvre sepcr:.tes philosophy from the real

~ process of socicl development and does so Gespite cll declerabtions
cbout the necessity of ¢ phi)osophica]ly integral view of socicl.
reality. -

; - Another exg mple of the distress:mé consequences of inner
destruction of Mcrxism-Leninism coarried out with intent to liguidc ta
is the recent publication .of the book Mrrxism is & uestzon, by
P. Fougeyrollase (Paris, 1959, ed. du Seuil). Repudimtion of th3

.~historically verified theoreticcl.contents of sc_ientif:c socialism
ond the indispenscbility of the dictatorship of the proletarict is
here 'methodicclly" ctrried out by pulling the workers movement out
of production relations excmined by Morxist politiczl econony.

. The ‘external trimmings referred to in this operction cre the
technocratic theories of Simone ¥dil and Burnhom.. Hond in hand with
these revisionist att».cks agcinst the inner unity of Marxism goes
the subJectivization of moterialist dinlectics of Fougeyrollu g8e.

. Thus, every revisionist attempt conspiring cguinst the

~ inner unity of Mcrxism-Leninism is clweys imbedded in the cctions
c.geinst the inner unity of iorxist philosophy itself. This is 80 bac&riss,
&8 an organic part of Marxist philosophy, matericlist diclectics

¢ i8 cn indispensible port of Merxism o & %hole, of Merxism in oll

its ports. In this sense dinlectics is the "soul" of Mcrxism,

it is its methodologiccl foundotion ond unifying principle. The
- lows of m btericlist diclecticse munifest themselves in Merxist -
‘political economy just cs much a8 in scilentific sociclism; & denicl

of the ‘lows discovered by these ports of Morxism is thus only &

speciLl cage of denymg the existence of laws of e terl& list umlswvw

n genercl..

The 1nner uni‘cy of M rxism- Leninlsm . kes n: imposmble fo¢

-excmple,; to be o Marxist, in POliuiC«nl econoiy «nd not be « Morxist

in questions of sociclism, -politics, or philosophy.: Equilly, so,

of course, it 1s not possible to be « consistent Morxist in . .
pholosophy cnd not to know or to deny the theorems of Mc.rx-ist OOll't cun.
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econony. .Itck of knowledge of Mirxiet politiccl economy cnd

of the theory of scientific sociclism is for o philosopher who
presents himself os 2 Merxist merely o testimony thot his philosoph-
iccl views, even if subJectively documented by guotation from Morx,
hoive heen suspendeo in the vocuum of abstraction, outside spoce

end time of reul socicl events.

‘Mcterialist diclectics cnd politiccl economy of Morxism (Jjust
¢8 scientific sociclism) stend, in respect to method, in general and
in porticular, in relotion to ecch other. When Morx suys in the
introduction to Ccpital thet in the cnclysis of economic forms "it
is impossible to use either ¢ microscope or chemiccl reuctions,'
he hes in mind cbstriction ¢s the instrument of understonding -- not
an cbetruction of common school-like logic but on abstraction for
the truthfulness of which answers none other thun moterialist dlalec-
tics. For this recson no Mcrxist economist cin correctly appro:ch
the study of specicl sources, or truthfully exploin motericl
which he cbsorbed in his study, if he his not mcstered the fundcmentals
of motericlist diclectics. In the opposite ccse there is danger of
flot empiricism or empty speculi.tion. Even in the reverse cuse it ia,
however, necesscry to emphisize thit cn elcborction of motericlist
diclectics; even though it might take plice on the basls of specicl
mterial of the noturcl sciences, is unthinkoble without toking
into consideration the theoretical wealth of both rem:ining }xrts
of Morxism-Leninism.

It wes precisely this inner relctionship between the diclectic
cspect of Morxist philosophy cnd the concrete matericl of political

" econcmy ond scientific sociclism thet Lenin hod in mind when he
gtressed thot from the "point of view of Marx oné Engels philosophy
hi.e no right to specitl cnd indepentent existence, cnd its moaterial
folle into various bronches of positive science. 4e & philosophicnl
justificetion it is, therefore, possible to understind either
confrontotion of their requisites with firmly fixed laws of other
sciences ... or the experiences derived from the cpplicction of
this theory." (V. I. Lenin, lorks, Vol. 1, plh35).

: This thought of Lenin, was, cfter the 20th Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, token out of the historical
polemic ¢nd the context of the complete works of Lenin oné interpreted
by some young philosophers even in the Soviet Union as o confirmction
of the supposition thut Morxist philosophy does not existcs an
independent scientific Ciscipline. This, however, is a misinterpre-
tetion of the concrete contents of this thought of Lenin. In reclity,
the aforementioned thesis does not speck in fovor of ligquidating

tendencies in philosophy but merely vmphosizes the unifylng importance
of Mirxiet philosophy for the whole of Merxism-Leninism.

: - For us the model of the inner unity of the Murxist-Leninist
tecching ~bout society remcins first of «ll the work of the clossics
of Mcrxism-Lenism themselves. The inner unity of the three ports
hos been formed not sccording to ¢ preconceived cnd logicclly



cerrenged plin but in the process of struggles und polemics with -
those currents which in the interest of the proletcricn movement
“hod to be seporcted from the working clnss und its revolutioncry
party. Euch work of the clissics of Murxism-Leninisn, therefore, -
- denlt with ¢ certrin historicil runge of problems which in their
- contents cre concerned. wfm ‘one of the three mrte of‘ Mx rxism~ ..
Leninism. . o
: ’ - In this sense we distinf_uish THONE the clussa.cs oi‘ h rxmm—
Leninism wvorks primurlly ecohomic, pghilosophic, or pol;tic& 1. - Non=
of these works, however, cin be truthfully proclaimed to be
' "profession.1ly" m rrowly philosophiccl, economic, or especinlly
"politico theoreticul." This 418 so because nirrow expertness; .
w8 ¢ consequence of divisions of libor und tusks imperted into the
extmined subjects from without, regurdless of inner luws, inner
diversificctions und life, is tbsolutely alien to M. rxism. Morx
¢nd Engels, wnd Lenin «fter them, devoted in vurious works predomin nt
.. Gttention to philosophy, economics, or the questions of scientific
- gociulism -depending_ on the uspect of the struggle of the working .
cluss which ot @ given moment was decisive for 'che future victory
of the proletariat. -
, ) « When  examining quest:xons of pol:'b'?cs eCOD.OIlllCS ; or philosop’Ly,
the clugeics of Marxism-Leninism never lost sight of the theoreticil
whole of Morxism -- its inner unity. The work of the clussics of
‘Merxiem~Leninism is, therefore, proof that individu.l purts of
M-rxism-Leninism form o diclectic unit which itself is ¢ reflection
-oné. r.tionzl expression of the objective relations between certi in
tnd perticulcr historicel tisks of the proletcri-t. Lenin soys .
.bout it: "Congidering the weulth :nd monifold forms of the
ideologictl contents of Mcrxism, 1t is not peculicr that ... vuriouc
historicil periods emphusize one uhd then cnother aspect of M.rxism.
In Russic before the revolution it woe especiclly important: to
opply Murx's economic tecching to our reulity, «t the time of the
revolution it wis M.rxist policy th.t won special imporiince, and
«fter the revolution ~-=- Marxist philosophy.”.. (V. I. Lenin, Worke,
Vol. 17, p. 67.) Lenin cdds ¢t the scme time, however, thot emphisizing
-one or tnother purt in the development of Mcrxiem should by no meuns
be construed ¢s mecning thot "it is cdmissible to ignore ot ny -
time certuin uspects. of M.rxiem; it only me:ns thot the prepondercn:e
of interest-in one or unother (spect does not depend on subjective
wishes but on the sum totil of historiccl conditions.™ (Ibid.) -

. In this woy Lenin points out cn import.nt f.ct which some
would~be ideclogists of the working cliss like to forget:  th.t ths
choice of tusks of & theorist within .. Mrxist-Leninist purty,
however . much the result of his work oversh.dows the-empirical hori.
zon of the previlent proctice, is clways subordincted to the concrets
needd of the movement.. -Out of the historic.l sum totol of these
needs -- objective needs. «nd in every given situction quite definits
needs -- there grows; in the course of historical development, the
whola o*o Morxiez-Leninism &8 cn orgwnic unity of ite pirts.

-
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The asrectness oi M.rx :nd Engels s much .8 th:t of Lenin
rests in the subordin:tion of theoretic.l cctivity to the objective
needs of the workers movement <né in elubor.ting <t the sime time
scientific ideology of the working cliss in ¢ll its :.spects down to
vest theoreticil depth. Lenin's work, like thit of M rx .nd Fngels,
historicilly conceived in the selection of its politics ¢né the
nethod of timely solving the problems, forus « diclectic unity with
the re:l historical process. The theoretic..l struggle in the sphere
of philosophy, or politic:.l economy or the cctu.l w.pplici.tion of
scientific soci.liem in politice is here .. reflection «nd &« p.rt of
the busic forms of the strugule of the proletiritt incdvertuntly
«ppe.ring on the scene of history, the ideologic:l economic ..nd
politicul struggle. dJust <& in life these forms of strupele do not
exist independently but . re closely connected with eich other
forming cn inner unity, so the forms of their rction:l expression in
Mrrxism-Leninism clso form ¢n intern:lly monolithic oneness. The
coumon denomin.tor in practice und theory is here the obJective

go..l of the revolutionury movement discovered by science -~ dict.tor
ship of the proletorict «nd the victory of sociclism cnd cormunien.
' : ' R I B

Cwolitctively new tusks confront Mcorxist Leninist theory in
the period of trinsition to sociclism. In this situ.tion the task
of the Morxism-Leninist perty cs the lecding force of the working
cluss und the working mnsses is no longer thit of opposing in its
own country the natur:.l historic:l bourgeois socicl order, bred in
cnbigonisu.  Todcy, in the period of completion of sociclism in
the Czechoslovik Republic, the tisk of owr Communist icxty, ¢8 the
lecding «né orpgonizing force in the development of the whole
socic.l life, is in & certuin sense more viried ¢ nd ¢em:nding
the.n under cipitilism cnd the direct conflict with the cluss enemy.
The cll-round soci:.l t:.sks of the Cormunist Party wre a result of tho
feet thit even after v complete victory of sociclism the pirty, au
.. proved lecder of the working m:eses, rem:ins the directing und
lecding force of vll important processes of soci.l life. The pirty
becones here the m.in directing und reguliting orgin, first of «ll
of the obJject:ive processes which .re tcking plice In soci.list
economics. In no lesser degree, however., grows ilso its regulcting
role in the purposeful m.n.gement of the superstructuril processes
of socirl life and in the sphere of rounded educ:tion .nd re-educitirn
af the working m.sses in the spirit of sociclism. Thus comaunists
cre foced with tisks of o scope ¢nd m nifold n.ture never dre..med
of by the represent.tives of the cipitilist crder; which develops:
in «n elemental wiy. ' * :

Some comrides, while coumpiring in théir minds sociilist
sociil order with contemporiry cupitilism wcerbuted by production ¢ nurchy
w.nd domincted by pursuit of the highest possible profite, with ¢
multicolored polette of ideologicul currents ranging from medievel
obscuruntism to intellectui.listic funtisies, crrive hostily ot the
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conclusion thit sociclism '8 .. socloeconomic form.tion is in every
respect simpler thon the bourgeois order. “These comrides, however,
confuse two things: <the conspicuous colorfulness -of decudent mcnifes-
tutions of elementil sgocial processes in the cump of cupitelism cnd

~ the recl objective diversificition cnd ull-inclusiveness of socidl

proces8es which tuke . place without advertisement but ¢ll the more
surely in the comp of sociclism. From the point of view of objective
social structure, the cupitclist order os : ‘result of the blind
development -of comzhodmty relations which degre. de the hunmcn personclity
«nd its needs in every respect is un ora.er hlstoricL 11y lower und

- clso simpler then socialism.

The sociclist order which o.evelops the prod.uctlon forces of
‘society in ¢ ploinned minner ond strengthens soci.l ownership, meins
Logrodu.l purposeful control over social processes, o« government
of living lobor over deud libor, ¢ growing rule 'of men over things,
cnd a sctisfoction of the needs of men to «n extent not comp.rable to
tnything previously existing. Beglnning with economic processes uxnl.
ending with the crection of artistic works cnd their enjoyment, -
gociclism creates more voried cnd intensive relctions cmong men
rele”ses crective huicn powers, cnd crectes higher needs which tre not
possible urder capitclisu. : Socialism for the first time crectes con-
ditions for &n all-round soclal cssertion of the individual, cnd

“cseertion which is not o grior meusurecl ‘oy hJ.s PurtiCiP tion in

monetury relutxons

' The process of completmg_ 'bhe m. teriul né technic**l foundction
of sociclism, cccompunied by for-reuching chunges in the class:
structure of society «nd monifold changes in the wuy of life of the
brocdest working musses; sociclist reforms of education, the proceie
of completing cultur:cl revolution, the socicl results of shortening
workine ‘hours, the graducl emuncipation of women from household
work ---cll this pli.ces exceptionally dem.nding tusks on the theory
of Mirxism Leninism as the scientific foundation of the directing

,uctivity of the pcrty.

~Mith ¢ certcin slmplific tion 1t is possible to sy that
todoy Morxish theory foces in owr conditions two groups of questions:
the first, which is more :<nd more.coming to the fore, is in its sig-
nificunce connected with the nesd to mcke genercl knowledge of
the empiricil experiences from bullding sociclism und ths cpplicotica

. of Morxist-Leninist theory in the prictice of ite construction.

In connection with the muin tisk -- completion -of the mutericl cnd
technicc.l foundotion of sociclism from the stondpoint of cognitive cad
generclizing activity of the party, questions of economic theory

8till stand in the forefront. These ure the questions, &s the 1llth
Congrese of the KSC agtin emphcsized, to which it is first necesscuiy
to direct our attention both in developing Murxist-Leninist theory
ond in the ideologiccl educction of party members cnd the working:

‘mesges. Along with this mcoin toek, as wug clso stressed by the ..

1lth Congress of the KSC, other uspects of Murxism-Leninism must
net Pe noglectel.

- 15 -



The second group of problems, in decling with which it is
necesscyy to mirshel the entire theoretical wealth of Morxisnm-
Leniniem, is connected with the dem.nd for the most effective -
fight on the ideologiccl front. Especitlly in recent yecrs his the
necessity of cn €fective, penetriting, <nd convincing criticism
of bourgeois ideology cnd of the revisionist onslaughts come to
the fore. The prospect of pecceful coexistence, continually insurel
by the indefutigible efforts of the Soviet Union and the entire
sociclist camp, offers principled ideological struggle as ¢n indis-
penscble fector in the pecceful competition with ccpitilien.

The menifold toske which our epoch of the completion of sociul-
ist construction ¢nd groducl transition to communism imposes on Mariisth-
Leninist theory cin be successfully fulfilled only on condition thut
the division of lubor, indispensable for « profound elubor:.tion of
certain problems ¢nd questions, not mve =8 « result hurmful splitting
of the inner unity of Merxism-leninism.

The historic:l Jjustificction of this dem.nd stems from the
foet thot socivlism con be built only through the conscious activity
of the people while mcintaininge «nd expunding the centril mincgement
by the poxrty of 2ll sociclly importont processes with growing porticl-
petion of the working pesople in the muncgemwent anc cdministrotion
of social life. The inner unity of Morxism-Leninism is here
theoreticcl prerequisite of the very ideologiccl unity of the purty
and the storting point of the morcl cnd political unity of the people.

Considering the complexity cnd diversity of the theoreticcl
cnd educational toesks, 1t is also necessary to insure the prerequisitass
for the fulfillment of the demcnd for strengthening the inner unity
of Morxism-Leninism.

The demond for the division of libor, or rather specicliziticn,
hoe often led, cmong vorious working units cnd theoreticcl workexs
in the recent p.st, to a professionclistic conception of the
individual tesks cnd questions of Murxist-Leninist tecching.

Permcnent hondling of certain :ndividucl purts of Marxism~Leninism
by vorious workers of the ideologiccl front und the historically
justified efforts to promote speciclizution in porticular questions
within these ports have frequently resulted in disreg‘rd for the
total Morxist conception of the given problem.

In the p.st we have hud o chance to observe the consequences of
¢ lifeless and professionclistic conception of speciclizution in the
tecching of Morxist-Leninist theory in some philosophic and pedogosic
working unite, purticulorly in the field of philosophy.

Becouse of preferred professional interests cf certuin officicls
there hud cppe:red, on the one hand, elements of positivistic con-
ception of the importunt questions of diclecticcl m.tericlisem, &
conception which stonds upart from the socicl conditions of the
development of humcn understonding, ond, on the other hcnd, no less
hoeymful wbtenmptes to substitute speculative means of philoeophy for
the cognitive functions of the socicl significunce of the other two
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remaining purts of Murxism-Leuinism, to elevate philosophy above the
real process of history and the actucl tasks of the party. These
tendencies in our philosophy were exomined and Justly condemned in
the resolution of our party of last yeur concerning philosophy.
Insufficient knowledge of Marxism-Leninism, as an internally integrol
tecching, is one of the couses of serlous shortcomings- in the
‘ practice of some comrades, the reseiution specified. :
The present stage in our development especiully urgently reguiras
of every worker in the socinl sciences all-round theoretical training
, no matter whot sector of the theory of Marxism-Leniniesm he is en-
trusted with, & training which includes, besides c good knowledge of
‘a particular section of Morxism-Leninism, also o solid knowledge of
the rest of it. It is exuctly the necessury process of exponding
specialization on the one hond and the obJjective need for thorough
extmination of all socially importont phenomena on the other thut
impose the urgent demand on the ideologicul workers to exy a4 his
professional knowledge in ome part of Morxisn-Leninism while keeping
up his study of it as @ whole. Only in this waoy will he be oble to
meet the demcnd of contemporory practice. The most importent aid is
a thorough going study of the theoretical heritage of the cliossics
of Morxism-Leniniem. Its integrity and inner themntic diversifica-
tions haove o most profound effect on the unity of Marxism-Leninism.
A well-prepared textbook of politicul economy, scientific soclalism,
and communist and Morxist philosophy would be extremely helpful.
The new Soviet textbook on the foundotions of Murxism-Leninism which
is now being transloted into Czech is an example of o gnccessful
attempt to bring Morxism-Leninism, as un integral and intern:.lly
uniform teaching of the contemporary problems of sociulism wnd
conmunism, closer to the reader. v
In the interest of further strengthening the inner unity of
nrxism-Leninism in theoretical and educationcl work, there is,
however, an obJective condition of no minor importconce: the practice
of churging individual workers of the ideological front with various
tasks cnd problems cunnot, as hos so far been the case, be left to
§ local methods. /Assignment of the main tusks to individual workexs,
R if it is really to proceed from obJjective laws of previous develop~
ment of Merxiem-Leninism, can be done centrally only and in compiicne~
' with the obJective needs of our sociul development. The decisive
work here folls on the Communist Porty «nd its supreme orgens. Only
through purposeful planning in the vitol mectors of the social
sciences, centrcl coordination of the assigned tasks under the
initiotive of individucl working units and with due comsiderction for
their special conditions as well as theoretical preparedness, and
1a8t but not leust the aptitude of individuals, will our social
theory be in o position to fulfill the greut tasks imposed by tlhe
contemporary stage of the completion of socilalist construction.
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